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Group Art Unit: 212 
Examiner: WILLIAM H. BEHA 



r. OLE K. NILSSEN, HEREWITH 
CERTIFY THAT THE DATE OF 
DEPOSIT WITH THE U.S. P0STAl\ 
SERVICE OF THIS PAPER Qfi FEE \ 
IS: — X 




PETITION RE IMPROPER FINAL REJECTION 



Commissioner of Patents .and Trademarks 
Washington; D;C. 202 31' 
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Applicant herewith petitions Commissioner, under paragraph 
37 CF£ 1.181a: (i) to instruct Examiner to change his final 
office action dated 09/26/90 to a non-final office action; (ii) 
to remove Examiner from the prosecution of instant application. 

The finality of Examiner's most recent office action is 
inappropriate for the reason that it contained an initial 
rejection of claims 139-142. Thus, Applicant was never provided 
an opportunity to' respond to Examiner's initial rejection of 
these claims 139-142. 

In other words, Examiner rejected claims 139-142 without 
ever providing Applicant with an opportunity to traverse these 
rejections . 

Also, Examiner improperly denied entry of Applicant's 
Amendment E; which Amendment E — prior to Examiner's initial 
rejection — provided for amendments to claims 139-142. 
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i:A^Lso,.- with reference to the file history of this and other 
,of< "applications of _h.is- f ; Applicant petitions the Commissioner 
for- rejmoval of Examiner Beha from prosecution of Applicant's 
applications for thel following reasons: 
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(a) an unusually gross incompetency in respect to the 
undexstanding/interpretation of the facts and circumstances 
associated with the subject matter pertinent to the applications 
being 'prosecuted, coupled with an inordinate lack of appreciation 
of his own incompetency; 

(b) a particular deficiency in the skills needed to advance 
an application to a fruitful conclusion; 

(c) an inordinately high tendency to resort to technical 
and other obvious subterfuges in dealing with Applicant; and 

(d) an apparent strong tendency to pursue a personal agenda 
in conflict with the purposes of the U.S. Patent and Trademark 
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Office. 




Ole K. Ni^ssen, Pro Se Applicant 
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